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Sorrowful, as no doubt it is, to every sincere 
well wisher of our Religious Society, to witness 
dissensions amongst its members, or secessions 
from the body; yet the mournful fact has over- | 
taken us—a separation has taken place in Ohio 
Yearly Meeting: and, for the information of | 
those who have not been conversant with the 
causes which led thereto, we would now offerva 
few facts and circumstances that have occurred. 

Bound together, as our Society is, by the same 
faith in the doctrines of the Gospel, and the 
same beautiful order of discipline handed down | 

















whom we believe there was mercifully bestowed 
a large measure of that holy anointing which 
alone qualifies for rightful service in the Church 
of Christ ;) and looking upon the various Yearly 
Meetings as bound together in the sacred bonds 
of religious fellowship ; it may truly be said that 
when one member suffers, all the members must 
suffer with it. 

In order that Friends of other Yearly Meetings 
may appreciate our peculiar situation, it appeared 
necessary to acquaint them with our difficulties ; 
in doing which we wish not to be actuated by 
any feelings of unkindness towards those who 
have seen proper to separate themselves from re- 
ligious fellowship» with us, but on the contrary, 
we earnestl ire their return to the fold of 
our Society; “While we crave the preservation of 
A t path’ which leads to eternal happiness 
and e. 

Although the Society of Friends has been 
visited by many trying dispensations since its 
rise, and the establishment of its discipline by 
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George Fox and his faithful coadjutors ; yet, 
view history as we may, and examine the work- 
ings of the various systems of apostacy that have 
from time to time made inroads upon our peace- 
ful borders, we think there will not be found 
one instance wherein there have been awakened 
more deep and painful feelings in the minds of 
those who have witnessed it, than the dissensions 
which are now so prevalent within the limits of 
some of our American Yearly Meetings have 
oceasioned. 

Amongst other traits of this movement, these 
three characteristics have marked its progress, 
viz.: a high profession of sanctity, wholesale 
denunciation of others, and palpable violations 
of discipline. These peculiarities of this schism 
have made themselves so conspicuous that he 
that runs may read. Another feature is its work- 
ings in the dark, covered up by prejudice, as has 
been made manifest from time to time, when 
accusations against individuals have been sifted 
to the bottom, and found to be devoid of truth; 
thus emphatically showing that it existed only 
in imagination. Another is, a determination in 
individuals to have everything their own way in 
meetings for discipline, declaring such to be the 
only way owned by the truth ; this, of course, 
shut out all concessions; thus discarding that 


to us by our worthy forefathers in the Truth, (on | peculiarly Christian trait, of submitting ourselves 


one unto another. 
It must be borne in mind that all separations 
from the Society of Friends since 1845, have 
| been but emanations from the one in New Eng- 
land. It was the countenance and encourage- 
‘ment given to that separation that emboldened 
disaffected persons in other places to set up sepa- 
rate meetings, thinking to cover up their depar- 
| tures, by asserting that they were, thereby, bear- 
ing @ testimony against unsound doctrine; thus 
there bave been six separations under that same 
plea; one in New England, one from Scipio, 
and one from Ferrisburgh Quarterly Meeting, 
both within the limits of New York Yearly 
Meeting. These two latter have combined, and 
styled their yearly assembly, New York Yearly 
Meeting, held at Poplar Ridge. One from Red 
Cedar Monthly Meeting, Iowa, within the limits 
of Indiana Yearly Meeting; one from Ohio, and 
one from Baltimore Yearly Meeting. Viewing 
their similarity of origin, we think it necessarily 
follows, that if one is’ supported all must be justi- 
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fied ; if one is condemned, all must be discarded. | liam Evans, clerk of Philadelphia Yearly Meet- 
Our present concern, however, is with Ohio | ing, strongly disparaging the reputation of New 
Yearly Meeting, and to that weturn with feelings |England Yearly Meeting, and its Meeting for 
of sadness. Sufferings, and upholding the action of those 
To commence with the beginning of the dif- | who were setting up separate meetings within its 
ficulties that eventually produced those mournful | limits, was read by Joseph Edgerton in various 
results, we will have to recur to years that are | places during the course of a professedly reli- 
past, indeed almost to the commencement of the | gious visit within the limits of this Yearly Meet- 
disturbances in New England, the cause and jing. Other letters were also received from dif- 
termination of which are so well known. While | ferent prominent members of the same Yearly 
discord and disaffection were so prevalent in that | Meeting, and taken from house to house, and 
Yearly Meeting, Benjamin Hoyle, a Friend in | read in family circles, that had a tendency to 
the station of a Minister, obtained a certificate | undermine the standing of Friends in London 
from his Monthly Meeting to pay a religious | and New England Yearly Meetings. 
visit to New England Yearly Meeting; while in| To our Yearly Meeting, in 1845, there came 
the performance of this service he associated and | two epistles, each claiming to be from New Eng- 
sympathised with those who were laying waste |land Yearly Meeting. The acceptance of the 
good order in the society and due subordination | one emanating from what has been styled the 


no returning minute. Joseph Edgerton, also, 
obtained certificates from his friends the follow- 
ing year, liberating him to visit New England 
Yearly Meeting, and some of the meetings con- 
stituting it. He also sympathized with and 
encouraged the disaffected party there, and, like- 
wise, not only received no returning minute, 
but was requested by Friends not to travel as a 
minister within their limits. 

Having thus closed up his own way for service 
in that land, he returned home, and on deliver- 
ing up his certificates to the meetings from 
which he had obtained them, this fact was 
noticed; and from his Quarterly Meeting infor- 
mation was sent up on its reports to the Yearly 
Meeting, that Joseph Edgerton was not allowed 
to travel within the compass of New England 
Yearly Meeting as a minister, notwithstanding 
his having full certificates from his friends at 
home, expressive of their unity and concurrence. 
Here was exhibited the singular spectacle of a 
Quarterly Meeting entering a complaint against 
a neighboring Yearly Meeting. This is acknow- 
ledged to be the first case of the kind on record, 
and it is not recorded here to give precedent for 
future action, but as the first in a train of re- 
markable events, that have followed each other 
in succession, within the borders of this Yearly 
Meeting, and also to show that the members of 
that Quarterly Meeting were in deep sympathy 
with the insubordinate party in New England ; 
and, it is further noteworthy that, with very few 
exceptions, the members of that Quarterly Meet- | further notice was taken of them. 
ing, to which the above mentioned individuals| Another year having passed, Friends, on as- 
belong, have gone with the separatists. The | sembling at their Yearly Meeting, found them- 
Yearly Meeting took no action on this singular | selves involved in difficulties similar to those of 
reference ; upon being read it was passed by—a | the preceding year. Two epistles were again 
few individuals saying we had nothing to do | present, each purporting to be New Eng- 
with it. | land Yearly Meeting. It was Wain proposed 

The separation in New England taking place, | that neither should be read ; that a furthgrde- 
many were the exertions used to enlist the sym- | velopement of facts was requisite in order to 
pathies of our members in behalf of what they | come toa correct judgment in the ease; again 
termed the oppressed part of society there. | was the charge of unsoundness reiterated against 
Amongst other things, a letter, written by Wil- New England Yearly Meeting, and the accusa- 


the only safe way of proceeding, since it was 
evidently the true Yearly Meeting, and it would 
be dangerous to break in upon the harmony of 
society. Objections were offered to this course ; 
many professed themselves not prepared to decide 
upon the matter; they wanted one year to con- 
sider the subject; they said no great inconyeni- 
ence or loss would result from suspending the 
correspondence for that time. The charge of 
unsoundness was raised against the “ larger 
body,” carefully avoiding styling it a Yearly 
Meeting of Friends. Similar charges of un- 
soundness were also preferred against the morn- 
ing meeting of London. Some of that party 
expressed themselves prepared to acknowledge 
the “smaller body” as the genuine New Eng- 
land Yearly Meeting; it seemed to be the ulti- 
mate drift of their actions and arguments to 
shape events, so as to enter into correspondence 
with what they repeatedly termed the sound 
body of Friends there. During a lengthy dis- 
cussion, the clerk was frequently entreated to 
read the New England epistle, which he steadily 
refused to do. At one of the sessions of the 
Yearly Meeting, the assistant clerk was requested 
by a number of Friends to read the epistle from 
New England Yearly Meeting; the clerk finally 
consented, provided the other was read. And 
immediately after the assistant clerk had read 
the epistle from the ancient Yearly Meeting in 
New England, Benjamin Hoyle read the epistle 
from those who had seceded from it. But no 


to the body, in consequence of which he received | “larger body,” was urged by many Friends, as 
} 
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tion made that they had unjustly disowned John 
Wilbur, who was endeavoring to sustain the 
ancient principles and testimonies of our Society, 
and that they had violated their own discipline 


REVIEW. 547 
meeting for fear of upholding unsound doctrine. 
Here was a mystery that Friends could not solve, 
and an inconsistency that they could not see how 
to reconcile. 


in order to support unsound doctrines. 


to st t . Since 1845, with the exception of one or two 
In refutation of these groundless accusations 


years, Benjamin Hoyle retained his station as 
the declaration of faith issued by New England | clerk of the Yearly Meeting, on account of the 
Yearly Meeting was referred to, but without the | representatives not being able to agree upon 
desired effect. Several expressed their disbelief | names to offer to the meeting. And in many of 
that those were the real sentiments of that body, | our subordinate meetings, the clerks continued to 
notwithstanding the declaration had received its ‘occupy their places, because of the want of 
solemn and deliberate sanction. It was said ' agreement in the committees appointed to bring 
that we were in danger of being deceived by | forward names for the service; and, in some 
appearances ; that there was something behind | cases, did so, even when names were reported by 
the curtain ; there was something kept back that |the committees. A committee appointed by 
time would make manifest. Frequently were | Short Creek Monthly Meeting to propose names 
they warned of the consequences to which such | for clerk and assistant, agreed to report that the 
a course would lead. ‘They were told that minis- | greater part of them united in proposing names, 
ters from that Yearly Meeting could not travel | which names they offered to the meeting; the 
amongst us, that certificates of removal from | acting clerk refused to take this repert on the 
within its limits, could not be issued or received, | minutes, but made a minute stating that the 
and they were entreated to close the way against | committee could not agree, and continuing him- 
such disorders by resuming the correspondence ; self as clerk; this he acknowledged at the time 
that all the other Yearly Meetings of Friends, | was not the report of the committee, nor the 
except Philadelphia, had taken that course, and | sense of the meeting, but the best he could do. 
were travelling onward together in harmony and In 1846, two individuals, members of the se- 
peace. The clerk resisted all the solicitations of | ceding body in New England, came to our Year- 
Friends to have the epistles read and referred ; it | ly Meeting ; objections were made to their sit- 
was not done, and this breach of unity was thus | ting, and after considerable discussion the clerk 
continued. expressed his sentiment, that “ rather than have 


It may be stated that in the meeting of repre- | the business longer suspended he thought these 


sentatives held after the first sitting of the Yearly | individuals had better withdraw.” They soon 
Meeting this year, a change of clerks was pro-| after left the meeting, but remained in the 
posed ; but to that the Wilbur party would not | neighborhood until the close of the Yearly Meet- 
consent, as Benjamin Hoyle’s course so well ac- | ing, during which time the following document 
corded with their views. Friends not being | was prepared, signed and given to them, viz. :— 
willing to urge matters to a crisis, the represen- . 

tatives united to report that they could not agree | Mount Puerasant, 9th mo. 11th, 1846. 
on names to offer to the meeting. When this; Our friends, William Hill and Pelatiah Hus- 
report was given to the meeting, it was stated by | sey, having been acceptably with us during our 
some that there seemed to be no alternative but | Yearly Meeting, and attended some of the sit- 
to continue the former clerks, which was accord- | tings of it, but on fourth day, having been re- 
ingly done. |quested to withdraw by B. W. Ladd, Thomas 
From this time, disorders in our subordinate | French, John Farmer, and a few others, after 
meetings increasingly manifested themselves. In | John D. Lang had stated to the meeting that 
many places, no Friends could be appointed as | they had been disowned by their Monthly Meet- 
clerks but such as were decided in sustaining the | ing; Benjamin Hoyle, the clerk of the meeting, 
separatists in New England, and no ministers | stated that those Friends would not have waited 
from any Yearly Meeting could have the unity | for a request to withdraw, if the question as to 
of Friends of that party, who were not one in| which was New England Yearly Meeting had 


sentiment with them on this question ; all were 
regarded by them as holding unsound doctrine 
who recognised the “ larger body’’ in New Eng- 
land as the true Yearly Meeting. When queried 
with as to their object in pursuing such a course, 
they said they wished to preserve the doctrines 
and testimonies of the society in their original 
purity. In a’concern for the support of these, 
Friends could unite with them, Les as to the 


been decided against them; but in order, and 
| simply for the purpose of avoiding discussion, he 
!was willing they should withdraw. Joseph 
| Edgerton said he thought it would be best, under 
‘the cireumstances; another Friend remarked, if 
_by that it was understood it was not deciding as 
to the legality of their disownment, he would 
consent; another said, it was on/y on these con- 


| siderations that he would consent for them to 


method of doing it they widely differed. These | withdraw from the meeting; others expressed 
persons were willing to correspond with all those | the same sentiments, and, in order to avoid in- 
Yearly Meetings that corresponded with New | volving the meeting in another unprofitable dis- 
England, yet refused to correspond with that cussion with which it had been agitated during 
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the previous sittings, they suhdaw from the 
meeting, having the sympathies of ourselves and 


many other Friends. 
Ralph Cowgill, 
Daniel Williams, 
Nathan Smith, 
Stacy Cook, 

John Hoyle, 
Benjamin Antrim, 
Samuel G. Holloway, 
Jehu Faweett, 
John Wright, 

Asa Holloway, 
Daniel Millhouse, 
John Burgess, 
Samuel Street, 
Joseph Hobson, 
Robert Holloway, 
Caleb Brackin, 
Thomas Y. French, 
Robert Miller, 


Signed by 

Benjamin Hoyle, 
Joseph Edgerton, 
Daniel Koll, 

Isaac Mitchell, 
Jacob Branson, 
William Kennard, 
William Mott, 
Thomas Penrose, 
Asa Branson, 
Samuel Scattergood, 
Robert S. Holloway, 
John Gibbons, 

Eli Hodgin, 

John Vanlaw, 
Stephen Todd, 
Joshua Maule, 
John Cope, 

William Deweese, 


David Hall. 


We are informed that this out door minute 
was read in their meeting at home, and was sub- 
sequently produced in Court, and taken as evi- 
dence to show that Friends of Ohio Yearly 
Meeting were in unity with them ; 
signature of the clerk of the Ye arly Meeting, | 


it having the 


| 


| pointed meeting 
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respondence. Several beloved ministers from 
England were openly charged with unsoundness, 
and much disunity with them was expressed in 
various instances. They were also told that their 
Yearly Meeting sustained those who were the cause 
of this difficulty; and some Monthly Meetings 
refused to minute their certificates or to send 
them to the women’s meeting. In one instance, 
a female minister with certificates of unity from 
her respective meetings at home, while on a 
religious visit to our Yearly Meeting and its 
branches, desired to appoint a meeting, ‘and when 
notice was given thereof in a public meeting, 
on First day, one of the overseers immediately 
arose, and not only cautioned but warned Friends 
not to attend her meeting, and other disaflected 
members reiterated this caution. At the rise of 
the meeting, the persons who had the care of 
the house immediately closed it and refused to 
| let Friends have the key, to open it for the ap- 
consequently Friends, and 
others who attended, prepared seats and the 
meeting was held in the yard. 

At one of our Quarterly Meetings, a woman 
Friend having brought her certificate to men’s 
meeting, after being acceptably engaged in the 
line of apprehended duty on the subject of the 
violations of discipline, apparent amongst us, on 


the clerk of the Meeting for Sufferings, and of | taking her seat was immediately opposed in an 
several ministers, elders and active members. 


unbecoming manner, by one in ‘the station of an 


At a subsequent Yearly Meeting, two other | elder, and several others of the party made open 
individuals belonging to the seceding body in | attacks upon her. 
New England were present; at this time, their | our Christian discipline, yet it was sustained by 
right to sit was boldly asserted, and the clerk | the disaffected members. 
was urged to proceed without regard to the | with their hats on in time of prayer was of fre- 


Friends who thought it improper to transact 
business while the meeting was not select. 
several days discussion, the clerk in the mean- 
time refusing to request the intruders to with- 


After 


This was a direct violation of 
Keeping their seats 


| quent oceurrence, yet they maintained that they 
did so to support the principles of Friends by 
bearing their testimony against lifeless communi- 
cations. They would not so much as give their 


draw, he was about to proceed with the business, 
when a minister from England arose and said it 
was the first time he ever saw a clerk offer to go 
on with the business of a meeting when he was 
notified that persons were present who were 
known not to be members, and entreated him to 
consider well what he was about todo. But it 
was asserted by their party, that those individuals 
had not been disowned by Friends; that if dis- 
owned, it was by a company of separatists, which 
did not affect their right as members of our 
society. The clerk, however, persisted in going 
forward with the business, and conducted it 
through, with the sanction of his party, notwith- 
standing the continual remonstrances of many 
Friends. Although these violations of order 
were sorely trying to Friends, they could see no 
way except to bear all that was permitted to 
come upon them, believing that when the right 
time should arrive, relief would be afforded. 
Public opposition was frequently made to 
ministers travelling amongst us with full certi- 
ficates from their own meetings, within the limits 
of Yearly Meetings with which ours held cor- 


consent to the appointment of meetings amongst 
them by ministers against whom they brought 
no charge, except a difference of sentiment in 
regard to the New England question, and when 
| such meetings were appointed, in many instances 
they declined attending them. They cautioned 
Friends against reading documents which were 
published in the order of society, and with the 
intention of giving our members correct infor- 
mation in relation to the difficulties existing 
amongst us, calling them pernicious books and 
not suitable to be read. 

It is a provision of our discipline, that a suit- 
able number of Friends in each of our Prepara- 
tive Meetings, should be appointed to act as 
overseers. A vacancy having occurred in one 
Preparative, by the removal of one of the over- 
seers to another Preparative, (both branches of 
the same Monthly Meeting,) a cOmmittee was 
appointed by the Monthly Meeting to fill the 
vacancy in question, but there being no Friend 
in that meeting known to hold their peculiar 
sentiments, no appointment would be submitted 
to, although Friends well qualified for the service 
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reside within the limits of said | meeting. The 
opinion was then expressed by the clerk of the 
Monthly Meeting, who was also an elder, that 
the Friend removed should still act as overseer 
of the Preparative Meeting of which he had 
formerly been a member, although he at that 
time lived many miles distant. 

The apprehensions of Friends at the com- | 
mencement of the difficulty, in relation to certi- 
ficates, was also verified; a minister from New 
England, having removed, with his family 
within the limits of Salem Monthly Meeting, 
Ohio, presented certificates to said meeting, 
which that meeting refused to accept, and direct- | 
ed them to be returned to the individual who | 
had signed them; the certificates for his wife and | 
daughte r were not permitted to be sent into the | 
women’s meeting. And in another instance, a | 


REVIEW. 
ly as a minister, produced certificates from the 
meetings of the seceders from within the limits 
of New York Yearly Meeting, and after infor- 
mation had been received of his disownment by 
Friends, he was conducted into the galleries by 
elders and active members, and placed near the 
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| head of our meetings at different times and 


places. In one Monthly Meeting his certificate was 
read at the request of a number of those disaf- 


| feeted members that are now identified with the 
, | Separatists. 


More prevalent, if possible, were these ‘dis- 
orders between the Yearly Meetings of 1853 and 
1854, than during any previous period. A com- 
mittee, appointed by Short Creek Quarterly 
Meeting, to fill vacancies in its representation in 
the Meeting for Sufferings, conferred together 


shortly before the Yearly Meeting. Friends, in 


certificate of removal was refused to a Friend | order to soften prejudice and overcome difficulties, 


who removed within the limits of New England 
Yearly Meeting, because they would not consent 
to acknowledge the meeting there as a meeting 
of Friends. 

Thus difficulties multiplied from year to year. 
Indeed it was often felt to be a burthen to attend 
our meetings for discipline, a mark being set 

upon every Friend as unsound and out of the 
unity, who was in favor of corresponding with 
New England Yearly Meeting. 

Our Yearly Meeting having assembled at the 
usual time in 1853, soon after it was opened, a 
Friend stated that the meeting was not select, 
and that the individual objected to had been dis- 
owned from Society. The person still retaining 
his seat, the clerk was called upon to request 
him to withdraw; but this he declined doing, 
stating that he (the clerk) had no more authority 
in the case than any other Friend. As in the 
previous case, they again asserted that the indi- 
vidual in question had not been disowned by 
Friends ; that if disowned, it was by a company 
of separatists, and that he had a full right to sit 
in the meeting. Four days were consumed in 
the discussion, and Friends again submitted to 
having a rule of discipline violated, and went 
forward with the business. 

Friends, at a distance, may be surprised at 
these protrac ‘ted discussions ; they were indeed 
painful, but it was believed that if the discipline | 
was violated by the Yearly Meeting, it would | 
have a serious ‘bearing on every department of | 
the Society. 

No vacancies had been filled by the Yearly | 
Meeting in the Meeting for Sufferings for several 
years; nor, in many places, could additions be 
made to the select body in the established order 
of Society. A beloved Friend had appeared in 
the ministry for several years, an@her communi- | 
cations having the savor of life were acceptable | 
to her friends, yet through the opposition of | 
those who have since separated themselves from | 
us, she could not be recorded as a minister. 
An individual, travelling amongst us professed- | 


proposed the appointment of moderate individuals, 
but those in sympathy with the separatists would 
not submit to such nominations, but offered the 
names of persons who were active in promoting 
their own views. The committee therefore not 
being able to agree, were released, although that 
meeting had for some time been without any 
representation in said body.* . At this Quarterly 
Meeting and the Monthly “Mee ting succeeding it, 
the presence of minis ters from other Y early 
Meetings appeared, if possible, to be more objec- 
tionable to the disaffected amongst us than upon 
former occasions. 

The favors shown to the partisans of disorder, 
and the steady opposition maintainéd against 
ministers from other Yearly Meetings, were sub- 
jects of deep trial to many Friends, and all hope 
of seeing the difficulties removed, vanished from 
the minds of most Friends upon seeing T. B. 
Gould conducted into, and placed near the head 
of our late Yearly Meeting. 

If the difficulty had rested with the discon- 
tinuance of the correspondence with New Eng- 
land Yearly Meeting—if no other offence had 
been given but the charge of unsoundness, back- 
ed merely by individual assertions—if these had 
been the alone causes of uneasiness, they might 
have been submitted to for some years longer, 
with the hope of a better time to come. But to 
see our discipline violated; aged ministers of 
the gospel—veteran warriors of the Lamb’s ar- 
my—disallowed and set at nought; to hear 
them charged with unsoundness, ‘and a lifeless 
man-made ministry; and to see their wa 
hedged up as far as lay in the power of their 
opposers, (which was to a very considerable ex- 


* This was the seeond committee appointed by 


| that Quarterly Meeting for the same object. The 


| first committee had been continued two or three Quar- 
ters, and had met a number of times, but not being 
able to agree, had been released. The last committee 
was appointed in 1853, having had several meetings 
previous to the one alluded to, all ending in the same 
result, an inability to fulfil the object of their aqecet 
ment, from the causes above stated. 
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tent); to observe thes se things, and to see also| seasons of severe trial to many , Friends. 


those who had been foremost in disorders and 
separations in other Yearly Meetings not only 
acknowledged as members, but their ministers 
and such others as united with them, alone de- 
clared to have the savor of divine truth in their 
communications, did indeed seem to manifest 
that something should be done to turn back, or, 
at least, to stay, if possible, the tide of desola- 
tion that threatened to overwhelm 
Socie ty. 

Benjamin Hoyle introduced this difficulty in 
the select meeting and in the Yearly Meeting, 
by obje Cc ting to the reception of the certificates 
of travelling ministers from New England, also 


our beloved | 


to the reception of the Epistle from that Yearly | 


Meeting ; 
sustain those 
tioned have been committed. 


We had been 


and since that time has continued to | 
by whom the disorders above men- | 


REVIEW. 


Thos. 
B. Gould who, as has been stated, was not even 
a member, much less an acknowledged minister 
of the Society of Friends, being encouraged by 
his partisans, attended both these meetings. 
Thus their ministers were virtually owned as 
ministers in our meetings, their elders as elders, 
and their members as members. 

From the remarks of Thomas B. Gould at the 
first sitting of the Yearly Meeting, Friends fully 
believed he had it in prospect to visit our subor- 
dinate meetings, and they were fully convinced 
from what they had experienced in other instan- 
ces, that if he were permitted to sit in that 
meeting, he would also impose on other meet- 
ings in the same manner, which subsequent 
events have confirmed, as he has since appointed 
several meetings in various places, and attended 
others as a minister, with the consent and ap- 


earnestly and plainly warned of the probable | probation of the elders and leading members, be- 
consequences of such disorderly proceedings as| longing to the Seceders in the vicinity of such 
we have named, by a committee of conference of | meetings. 


five of our American Yearly Meetings, 
‘¢ Address to Friends;’ 


in their 


more Yearly Meetings, was sent to our Yearly 
Meeting a few years since. 
Hoyle ‘and his party refused to read said ad- 
dress, although they were earnestly entreated to 
do so by many Frie onds; and though it appeared 
impossible to renew the correspondence with 
New England while Benjamin Hoyle was clerk, 
Friends felt disposed to be ar with the difficulty, 
so long as a reasonable hope remained that the 
party for which he acted was not determined 
conclusively to acknowledge the Separatists. 
Before giving an account of our late Yearly 
Meeting, it may not be improper to state that 
William Hill and his wife, who were 


Yearly Meeting in 1853, the first claiming to be | further with the business. 


an elder, the latter a minister, and who had been 

laced in these stations by the Separatists in 
New England, were allowed by their party here 
the privileges appertaining to those stations 
during their visit. In a similar manner they 
seemed determined to impose upon our Meet- 
ings, Thomas B. Gould, who had been dis- 
owned by Friends of New England prior to the 
separation in that Yearly Meeting ; who was one 
of the foremost in promoting that separation ; 
had acted as clerk for the Seceders on that occa- 
sion, and who had since been acknowledged by 
them asa minister. It was firmly believed, 
however, that allowing the aforementioned indi- 
vidual the rights of a member and minister 


a copy of which, toge- | 
ther with a deputation from Indiana and Balti-| ing called were all present. 


Upon the assembling of the Yearly Meeting, 
on Second-day morning, the representatives be- 
Minutes were then 


| read for the following ministers from other Y ear- 


But Benjamin|ly Meetings, viz: 


| 


at our| ing was not select, and objected to proceeding 


among us, was owning the body from which he | 


came, as a legitimate branch of Society, and by 
so doing, we should not only decline taking the 
advice of our friends, but act directly contra 
thereto, by owning a body of seceders wit 
which they had no unity. 


The Select Meeting and the Meeting for Suf- 


Jane Young, from Canada ; 
Elizabeth K. Irish, from Vermont; Eliza P. 
Gurney, from New Jersey, William Evans, from 
Philadelphia ; ; Wm. G. Johnston, from North 
Carolina ; Nathan C. Hoag, and Abigail R. Hoag, 
his wife, from Indiana ; and Hannah B. Tatum, 
from Iowa; together with those of their several 
companions, including Benjamin and Sarah 
Taylor, from New Jersey, and John Pool, from 
Indiana, who are in the station of elders, which 
were forwarded to the women’s meeting. An 
elder now informed that he believed the meet- 


Several disaffected 
members stating that they were not aware of 
there being any person present who was not a 
member, it was plainly stated that Thomas B. 
Gould and companion, who had been disowned 
by a branch of New England Yearly Meeting, 
were present ; upon which T. B. Gould asserted 
that he had not been disowned by any meeting 
of the Society of Friends; that a body of sepa- 
ratists had disowned him; that he was present 
from an apprehension of duty, with a minute 
from the Monthly Meeting of which he was a 
member, endorsed by the ancient (Quarterly 
Meeting of Rhode Island ; that such, on mature 
deliberation, it had been pronounced by Phila- 
delphia Yearly Meeting, which, he said, was 
second to no Yearly Meeting in the world, Lon- 
don not excepted ; that he was bold to say he 
was no intruder; that he did not ask the privi- 
lege to sit asa favor, but he claimed it asa 
right. 

This bold assertion of his right was not met 
by a single denial from any person who has 


ferings, preceding the Yearly Meeting, were' since gone with his party ; but, on the contrary, 
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several encouraged him to remain in the meeting. 
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The opening minute having been read on 


A Friend, rising and holding up a paper, stated | Third day morning, Benjamin Hoyle called for 
that he held in his hand a copy of the minute | the report of the representatives on the appoint- 
of the disownment of T. B. Gould, the date of | 


which showed that he had been disowned some 
months previous to the separation in New Eng- 
land Yearly Meeting. 

Many Friends having expressed their opinions 
that he had no right to be present, the clerk was 
called upon to request him and his companion 
to withdraw. This he refused to do, saying it 
was not his duty, but you may make the meet- 
ing as select as you wish it, provided you can 
do so consistent with our peaceable principles. 
A Friend stated that he well remembered seve- 


ral instances, in which, upon the meeting being | 


informed that it was not select, the business was 
suspended, and the clerk requested any indivi- 
duals present, who were not members, to withdraw. 
Thus it appeared that the usage of Society, as well 
as the position of the clerk as the official organ of 





the meeting, made it his duty to invite intruders | 


to withdraw from the meeting. 

Much time having been oceupied in this man- 
ner without effect, the Clerk arose and read a 
minute desiring the representatives to confer 
together, “and if way open,” offer to next sit- 
ting the name of a Friend to serve the meeting 
as clerk, and one to assist him. 

Though requested by several Friends to strike 


out the words, if way open, as the discipline | by the representatives. 


| of James B. Bruff as assistant. 


ment of clerks; whereupon one of the represen- 
tatives said he was requested to inform the 
meeting that the representatives had conferred 
together, and a considerable portion of them had 
agreed to propose the name of Jonathan Binns 
to serve the meeting as clerk; with which a 
number of Friends having deliberately united, 
the same representative informed the meeting 
that they had also agreed to propose the name 
A few Friends 
having united with both names, one of the op- 
posing representatives rose and said they had 
conferred together, but did not agree upon any 
names to offer to the meeting; upon which, 
Benjamin Hoyle asked him if he was authorised 
by the representatives to make that report; he 
answering in the affirmative, Benjamin Hoyle 
immediately added, ‘‘ that report is in order, and 
the other is not, and I will make a minute ac- 
cordingly.’’ He shortly after arose and read a 
minute expressive of the continuance of B. 
Hoyle as clerk, and Wm. 8. Bates as assistant, 
though not an individual had offered such a 
proposition. His proposed minute being read, 
a very few persons expressed &itisfaction with it, 
while a large number of Friends expressed their 
unity with the names reported to the meeting 
After a considerable 


made no such provision, he declined doing so, | length of time, the Friends nominated took their 


and the meeting adjourned. 
The clause of the Ohio Discipline referred to, 


| 


seats at the table in a calm and deliberate man- 
ner, and, at a suitable time, Jonathan Binns 


reads as follows: “‘The Representatives from | made and read a minute of the report of the 
Quarterly Meetings, both men and women, are | representatives on the appointment of clerk and 
annually to choose a clerk and an assistant, at | assistant, and expressive of the sanction of the 
the close of the first sitting of the meeting for | same by the meeting. Benjamin Hoyle still re- 
discipline, whose names are to be reported at | taining his seat at the clerk’s table, and persist- 


the opening of the next sitting.” 

It may not be improper here to remark that, 
at different times since this spirit of disaffection 
and jealousy has manifested itself among us, in 
some meetings undue efforts have been made to 
prevent the appointment of Friends as represen- 
tatives tothe Yearly Meeting, because of their 
opposition to the measures of the disaffected party, 
and hence the representatives from that party 
sometimes largely predomiriated. 

The representatives all convened on Second- 
day evening for the purpose of choosing a clerk 
and assistant, as directed by the discipline as 
above quoted. After a time of silent delibera- 
tion, a proposition for a change of clerks having 
been made, and approved by a considerable 
number of the representatives, the name of Jona- 
than Binns was proposed to be reported to the 
meeting for clerk, and James B. Bruff for as- 
sistant, which having been united with by a 
considerable number, and those objecting offer- 
ing no other names in their stead, a Friend was 
nominated to report the above names to the meet- 
ing, after which the representatives adjourned. 


ing in asserting himself clerk of the meeting, 
though Jonathan Binns had just been appointed 
to that station in the deliberate and orderly man- 
ner above specified, and a separation appearing 
inevitable if he persevered in his course, a pro- 
position was made that a few moderate Friends 
from each party be appointed to endeavor to re- 
concile differences; which was united with by 
several Friends, but no one of the seceding party 
assented to it, whilst several expressed decided 
opposition. It was stated to the meeting that 
the object of Friends in the appointment of a 
new clerk, was the restoration of order, which 
experience had proven could not be accomplished 
with Benjamin Hoyle at the table ; that the idea 
advanced that no change of clerks could be ef- 
fected unless the representatives are unanimous- 
ly in favor of it, was calculated, if adopted, to 
establish clerkship for life, as almost any clerk 
could, if so disposed, find a few friends who 
would object to any new appointment. Women 
Friends desiring to know the hour to which the 
meeting would adjourn, and no time being fixed, 
adjourned to meet on the adjournment of men 
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Friends. After some further discussion, Ben- 
jamin Hoyle very unexpectedly read a minute 
of adjournment, upon which he, with William 
Evans, Thomas B. Gould, Charles Evans, and 
others who were in sympathy with the seceders 
in New England, left the meeting ; thus they se- 
parated themselves from us. 

All the ministers and Friends with minutes 
from other Yearly Meetings, except William 
Evans, together with those of our own members, 
who were in favor of supporting the good order | 
and discipline of our society, remained. 

After a time of solid deliberation, wherein 
several weighty and encouraging testimonies 
were borne by Friends from other Yearly Meet- 
ings who were with us, and the uniting influ- | 
ences of gospel love renewedly witnessed, the | 
meeting adjourned to eight o’clock the next | 
morning. 

Women Friends having appointed their clerk, | 
proceeded as usual with their business on Third | 
day; and when they met on Fourth day morning, 
those who were in sympathy with the seceders 
of New England were not present; the clerk | 
and assistant, with all the Friends with minutes, | 
and those of our own members who were in 
unity with other Yearly Meetings, were present, | 
and business prog®essed as usual. 

It should be borne in mind that the appoint- | 
ment of a new clerk did not necessarily produce 
a separation, but the separation arose from a de- 
termination on their part to carry their points, 
irrespective of order or discipline. 

In conclusion we may take the occasion to re- 


mark, that the Society of Friends has, from its | 


rise, been remarkably united asa religious body ; 
and although, like the primitive church, it has 
had its trials on account of disorderly members, 


who turned aside from the principles of the | 


Grospel, making shipwreck of faith, or departed 


from the wholesome order established in the | 
Society by the authority of Truth; yet harmo-| "" : 
it in detached portions. 


ny and religious fellowship were maintained 





and cherished by it as a body, and its acts and 


declarations were consistent with its high and | 
So that whatever railing or| 


holy profession. 
strife might be manifested by such as had de- 





parted from the Truth, still, those who main- 
tained their standing therein, continued in 
Christian fellowship one with another, wherever 
situated. Thus the various branches of the one 
body were united in bearing their testimony 
against whatever had a tendency to scatter and 
divide, and in using their endeavors to restore 
such as had gone astray, or where that could not 
be attained, they went hand in hand in testify- 
ing against the disorderly members. 

We are not aware that the different Yearly 
Meetings, or branches of the one body, in their 
various trials of this kind, were ever separated 
for any considerable length of time by a want of 
unity in judgment in relation to such depar- 
tures, until the case of the separation of John 


REVIEW. 


Wilbur and his party in New England. In this 
case, a part of the members of two Yearly 
Meetings, including the clerks and many of the 
promivent and active members, have continued 
for the last nine or ten years to uphold the cause 
of the Separatists, and by their influence pre- 
vented those Yearly Meetings from uniting with 
all the others in judgment on that separation. 
Of the deplorable consequences and final result 
of which, as relates to Ohio Yearly Meeting, we 
have endeavored in the foregoing pages to give 
an impartial account. 

Having brought this narrative to a close, it is 
our earnest desire that no root of bitterness 
may find place in our hearts, but that the love 
of God in Christ Jesus our Lord may be shed 
abroad aud abound among us. 

Signed by direction of the Meeting for Suf- 
ferings of Ohio Yearly Meeting, held at Mount 
Pleasant, the 19th of the 2nd month, 1855. 


JameEs B. Brurr, Clerk. 


FRIENDS’ REVIEW. 
PHILADELPHIA, F!}FTH MONTH 12, 1855. 


Having in our 28th number, published, with- 
out adding, expunging, or italicising a word, the 


| Address to the meetings and members of Ohio 
| Yearly Meeting, signed by Joseph Edgerton, we 
| this week present to our readers, in full, a state- 


ment of the late separation in Ohio, and the causes 
thereof, attested by the signature of James B. 
Bruff, as Clerk of the Meeting for Sufferings of 
Ohio Yearly Meeting. This document is inserted 
without division, under an impression that such 
of our readers as take an interest in this subject, 
will prefer reading it consecutively, to receiving 


As the editor is desirous of bringing this pain- 
ful subject to a close in this paper as early as 
practicable, some observations will here be 
offered, in as condensed a form as the import- 
ance of the subject will admit, relative to the ac- 
tion of some of the Yearly Meetings, particular- 
ly that of Philadelphia, on the controversies in- 
volved in the case. 


It has been so often asserted, that it may now 
be regarded as a stereotyped declaration, that 
the divisions and jealousies by which the peace 
and harmony of our once favored Society are so 
lamentably interrupted, are consequent upon 
the publication and dissemination of writings 
containing unsound doctrines. The writings 
alluded to, are well known and openly avowed 
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to be those of the late Joseph John Gurney. It 
has even been publicly asserted, and not con- 
tradicted by any of the party to which the per- 
son making the charge belongs, that Joseph 
John Gurney, when he visited this country, 
brought with him the troubles by which the So- 
ciety is now so extensively agitated ; but we have 
witnessed no attempt to explain in what manner, 
or by what process, he can be supposed to have 
excited this disturbance. We should reasonably 
expect, that those who make or encourage such | 
a charge, would be prepared to show, in a 
manner comprehensible by a common understand- | 
ing, that he had promulgated while here, some | 
doctrines radically subversive of the faith or dis- 
cipline of the Society, and that those erroneous 
doctrines had been adopted by many among us, 
and involved the Society in perplexing polemic 
discussions. This, however, is not even pre- 
tended. We have not heard that either his 
words or actions, while on the American conti- 
nent, furnished even the shadow of authority for 
such an imputation. It is no part of our pre- 
sent business to inquire into the character of 
his writings, or to attempt to ascertain whether 
anything contained in them, when fairly con- 
strued, can be justly pronounced inconsistent with 
the well-known and long established doctrines of 
our Society. Those writings, whatever their merits 
or defects may be, were executed and published 
in England, prior to his opening a prospect of 
a visit to this country. Of course, if anything 
in those writings furnished evidence of radical 
unsoundness on his part, it was the duty of our | 
brethren in England to withhold their assent 
from the visit proposed. They, however, furnish- 
ed him with the usual testimonials, accrediting 
him as a minister of the Gospel in unity with 
them. It therefore follows, that a charge of | 
such unsoundness as to disqualify him for the 
ministry of the gospel, involves an imputation 
of unsoundness or want of discernment on the 
part of the Yearly Meeting of Ministers and 
Elders of London. Joseph John Gurney arriv- 
ed in this country in the summer of 1837, and 
in the course of his visit, the testimonials fur- 
nished by his brethren at home, were accredited 
by all the Yearly Meetings on the American 
continent. He landed at Philadelphia, and after 
a very short stay there, proceeded to Ohio to 
attend the Yearly Meeting ; and we find by his 
journal, that he received from that Yearly Meet- 


ing a full returning certificate.* In the same 
autumn, he likewise attended the Yearly Meet- 
ings of Indiana and North Carolina, both of which 
gave him returning certificates. He subsequently 
attended all the other Yearly Meetings more than 
once, and received returning certificates from them 
all, except that of Philadelphia. He likewise visit- 
ed the families of Friends in three of the Month- 
ly Meetings in Philadelphia, with the consent 
of those meetings, and also the families of Friends 
in New York and its vicinity. In these ex- 
tensive labors, we do not find that either his 
ministry, his conduct, or conversation rendered 
him obnoxious to a charge of holding or dis- 
seminating any doctrines inconsistent with the 
acknowledged faith of the Society. On the con- 
trary, we have ample reason to believe that the 
doctrines which he preached, were the same as 
those which the Society of Friends have always 
held and professed ; that many seals of his minis- 
try, particularly among the younger class, have 
been left behind him ; and that his life and de- 
meanor were strictly consistent with the charac- 
ter of a minister of the Gospel of Christ. 

From the prominence given to it in this un- 
happy controversy, we might be led to infer that 
New England Yearly Meeting was the seat and 
centre of the unsoundness to which the existing 
disturbance is said to be owing ; but in what man- 
ner that unsoundness is manifested, isa mystery 
which we are left to unravel as we can. This 
charge was brought prominently to view in the 
trial of the case of Oliver Earle and others, against 
* To the Monthly Meeting of Norwich, the Quarterly 


Meeting of Norfolk and Norwich, and the Yearly 
Meeting of Ministers and Elders in London. 


Dear Friends: Our beloved friend, Joseph John Gur- 
ney, in the course of his religious visit on this conti- 
nent, attended our Yearly Meeting, producing your 
certificates, and informing us that he has not at pre- 
sent a prospect of much further service within our 
limits; we think it right now to inform you that his 
gospel labors among us have been acceptable and edi- 
fying, his ministry sound, and his deportment becom- 
ing an ambassador of Christ. 

In the service into which he has been led in pro- 
moting the cause of our blessed Redeemer, and in 
upholding our Christian principles and testimonies, he 
has had our near unity; and, with feelings of sym- 
pathy for this our dear friend, we desire that, by 
a humble reliance on the puttings forth and leadings 
of the Holy Spirit, he may experience preservation, be 
enabled to perform the further service allotted him; 
and be favored to return to his tamily and friends with 
the reward of peace. 

Sigued by direction and on behalf of Ohio Yearly 
Meeting of Ministers and Elders held at Mount 
Pleasent, by adjournments on the 2d, Sth and 8th of 
the 9th month, 1837. (Signed,) 


Bens. W. Lapp, Clerk. 
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William Wood and others, of which a detailedac- , part in producing that secession. The assertion 


count was given in the 18th number of our/that the Friends who then separated from the 
present volume; but the attempt to sustain it | ancient Yearly Meeting, were impelled to the 
may be fairly pronounced a total failure. 

Abundant evidence is afforded that, when | trines or the discipline of our religious Society, 
John Wilbur was taken up as an offender against | appears to be utterly unfounded. Such a declara- 
the order and discipline of the Society, and en- |tion necessarily implies that Friends of New 


measure by a desire to sustain either the doc- 


deavored to defend the course he had taken, by 
alleging the unsoundness of the published writ- 
ings of Joseph John Gurney, Friends, in treat- 
ing with him, steadily maintained that the 
character of those writings did not constitute the 
question atissue. We do not find that any dis- 
cussion on doctrinal subjects ever took place in 
their treatment with him, or that he was ever re- 
quested or advised to change or abandon any 
doctrines which he held. He was regarded 
simply as an offender against the established dis- 
cipline of the Society. When disowned by the 
Monthly Meeting of Greenwich, the case was 
carried by his appeal to the Quarter to which that 
Monthly Meeting belonged ; and finally, to the 
Yearly Meeting, where, in 1844, the proceedings 
of the inferior meetings were confirmed. No 
attempt has ever been made in this periodical to 
analyze or review the proceedings of the Month- 
ly, Quarterly, or Yearly Meeting, in the disown- 
ment of John Wilbur; for thé simple and obvi- 
ous reason, that such an attempt would be en- 
tirely extra-judicial. The question of his right of 
membership has been examined and decided by 
New England Yearly Meeting, the highest tribu- 
nal having cognizance of the case ; and no other 
meeting or body of Friends has authority to re- 
view, amend or reverse its decisions. It may be 
observed, that the Epistles issued by that Year- 
ly Meeting in 1844, were, as far as known, ac- 
cepted and responded to by all the Yearly Meet- 
ings to which they were addressed, the Epistle 
from the Yearly Meeting of Philadelphia, ac- 
knowledging, as observed on a former occasion, 
that theirs was acceptable. It would, therefore, 
appear, that this disownment was not regarded 
by Friends of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, at 
the time it was consummated, as furnishing cause 
why our usual epistolary correspondence with 
the Yearly Meeting of New England should be 
discontinued. 

The secession from New England Yearly Meet- 


England Yearly Meeting Aad violated, or were 
striving to violate those doctrines or that disci- 
| pline. To sustain such an imputation, it is believ- 
| ed that no evidence ever has been or can be pro- 
duced. The acts of the Yearly Meeting, so far 
as developed, prior to the separation, were clearly 
‘and unquestionably within its constitutional 
powers, and the subject of doctrines was not 
brought into view. The proposal, by four of the 
|acknowledged representatives, who concerted 
\their measures in the absence and without the 





| knowledge of their forty-one co-representatives, 
| to appoint Thomas B. Gould as Clerk, was sus- 
tained by no order or discipline of the Yearly 
| Meeting. The Meeting had already decided, 
| that Abraham Shearman Jr., should continue to 
| officiate as Clerk, until a question, not then 
i settled, should be brought to an issue. Con- 
| sequently, the attempt to introduce a question 
|relative to the appointment of clerks, at that 
| time, was out of order, and was, therefore, very 
|justly rejected by the meeting; but being 
adopted by a few of the members present, those 
‘few, with Thomas B. Gould as their clerk, have, 
since that time, constituted a body of separatists 
claiming the character of New England Yearly 
Meeting. 

Though that body was promptly rejected by 
the Yearly Meetings of London, Dublin, New 
York, Baltimore, North Carolina and Indiana, 
the presence of two Epistles, both purport- 
|ing to be from New England Yearly Meeting, 





| seems to have been assumed, at the Yearly Meet- 
|ing of Philadelphia in 1846, as a reason for de- 
'elining to read the Epistle from the ancient 
| Yearly Meeting of New England. The correspon- 
‘dence with that meeting has been suspended 
‘from that time to the present, notwithstanding 





| 
a judgment in favor of its resumption, openly 
| and repeatedly expressed by many valuable and 
experienced Friends. That Yearly Meeting con- 
tinued for several years to address Epistles to 


ing, as is well known, occurred in the Sixth | the Yearly Meeting of Philadelphia, but those 
month, 1845; and no evidence has ever been | Epistles not being read or responded to, the sub- 
furnished that a difference in doctrine had any | ject was at length referred by New England 
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Yearly Meeting to its Meeting for Sufferings, | 
by which body a communication, couched in | 
decorous and respectful terms, was prepared and | 
sent to the Meeting for Sufferings in Philadel- | 
phia ; but this communication was neither read | 
nor responded to by the meeting to which it was | 
addressed. 

In our Yearly Meeting of 1848, the subject 
of a correspondence with New England Yearly 
Meeting occasioned a protracted and animated 


discussion, and was eventually referred for ex- 
amination to the Meeting for Sufferings. In the 
Yearly Meeting of 1849, a report adopted by the 
Meeting for Sufferings was produced, the read- 
ing of which occupied about two hours. In this 
report, the proceedings of some of the branches 
of New England Yearly meeting, in relation 
to the reviewed, 
and declared to be inconsistent with the disci- 


unhappy controversy, are 
pline or usages of the Society ; yet it is observa- | 
ble, and the observation is an important one, 
that although this committee was appointed to 
inquire into the facts and causes of the separa- 
tion in New England Yearly Meeting, yet no 
attempt is made to fix the charge of unsound- 
ness in doctrine upon that Yearly Meeting. 
Nothing, indeed, appears to sustain the hypo- 
thesis that differences of doctrinal opinion had 


any agency in producing the separation. Though 
this report distinctly acknowledges, that “the 
manner in which this separation was effected, 
was not such as affords a precedent safe to be 
followed in the organization of a Yearly Meet- 
ing,”’ yet it expresses a belief, that those who 
compose the “smaller body,”’ had “ acted from 
a sincere desire to maintain the doctrines and 
discipline of the Society, and the rights secured 
by it to all its members ;’”’ and were therefore 
“entitled to the rights of membership, and to 
such acknowledgment by their brethren as may | 


be necessary for securing the enjoyment of those 
rights.” And in relation to New England 
Yearly Meeting it was declared, that until they 
retract or annul their proceedings it is not per- 
ceived how unity can be restored. On what 
grounds was founded the belief that the action 


of the separatists was stimulated by a desire to 


maintain the doctrines of the Society, is not ex- | 
plained, and is certainly not easily seen, as no 
evidence is adduced or attempted, to prove the 
existence of any conflicting opinions on doctrinal 
subjects. 


' any co-ordinate branch of the Society. 
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Soon after the reading of this report was 
finished, a proposal was made to defer the con- 
sideration of it until another year. 

In support of this proposal, the meeting was 
reminded that the document was very long, and 
involved numerous important considerations, on 
which we could not prudently decide without time 
for deliberate reflection; and that the adop- 
tion of it, if once effected, was a measure from 
which it would afterwards be difficult to recede. 
A very extensive expression of concurrence with 
this proposal ensued. It however became evident 
that this cautious proceeding was not likely to 
obtain the general approval. The evidence of an 
inclination to bring the ease to a conclusion with- 
out delay, necessarily brought the merits of the 
report itself under consideration. It then evi- 
dently appeared that the members of the Meet- 
ing for Sufferings, though the report was pre- 
sented on the minutes of that body, were by no 
means united upon the subject. Several of them, 
including some of the most experienced among 
them, expressed themselves in decided oppo- 
sition to it. In this judgment they were sup- 
ported by a large number of Friends, who were 
not members of that body, and who of course 
had not previously heard the document. 

Among the objections to the adoption of this 
report, it was urged that one Yearly Meeting had 
no authority to judge and reverse the disci- 
plinary proceedings of another; the exclusive 
power to frame and superintend the administration 
of its own discipline, being held by each Yearly 
Meeting. ‘To this it was answered that the doe- 
trine was undeniably true, as a general rule, but 
that Friends in New England, by publishing amd 
sending us an account of their proceedings, had 
invited and imposed upon us the duty of such 
an examination. 


The publication, however, of an account of 


| these proceedings, was regarded by others, as de- 


signed by New England Yearly Meeting for the 
information and satisfaction of Friends, and not 
as a submission of their acts, in the adminis- 
tration of their discipline, to the supervision of 
Hence 
no examination of the correctness of these pro- 
ceedings was attempted in the Yearly Meeting. 


A minute was at length made by the clerk, 
stating that it was judged best to adopt the re- 
port, and directing a copy to be forwarded to 
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each of the bodies in New England, 
with them for their consideration. 

In the Yearly Meeting of New York, in 1848, 
a proposal was made and adopted for the appoint- 
ment of delegates, to meet with such as might 
be appointed by other Yearly Meetings, to take 
into their serious consideration the tried situa- 
tion of our Religious Society, and to Jabor, as 


and left 


they might be enabled, for the restoration of 
harmony. In this concern, the concurrence of 
other Yearly Meetings on this continent and in 
Europe, was respectfully invited. This subject 
being presented to the different Yearly Meetings, 
the measure was approved, and the proposal 
adopted by all the Yearly Meetings on this con- 
tinent, with the exception of Philadelphia and 
Ohio. A minute from the Yearly Meeting of | 
London was received and read in that of New 
York in 1850, expressive of the sympathy of 
Friends there, with theirbrethren of N. Y. Yearly 
Meeting in this momentous engagement, but | 
stating the judgment that it was not best for | 
them to unite in the appointment. A minute of | 
nearly similar import with the above, was adopted 
by the Yearly Meeting of Dublin, and sent to 
that of New York. 
The Conference composed of these delegates, | 
assembled at Baltimore in the 7th month, 1849, | 


: . 
and in a session of four days, adopted a report, 
r 


of which the following is an extract : 


“This Conference is united in the belief, thatit | 
is essential for us clearly to understand and in- | 
violably to sustain the rights that belong to 
distinct Yearly Meetings. It cannot be question- | 
ed that if a Yearly Meeting should manifest un- | 
soundness in Christian faith, if it should pro- 
mulgate views inconsistent with the principles 
professed by Friends, or should not maintain our | 
Christian testimonies, that it may then become | 
the duty of the other Yearly Meetings to extend 
to it brotherly entreaty or admonition for its 
restoration. But in the exercise of those fune- 
tions which legitimately and exclusively belong 
to itself, as the forming or administering of its 
own discipline, any interference by another Yearly 
Meeting, or attempt to control its action in these 
respects, would be an infraction of our establish- 
ed order, and fraught with consequences perilous 
to the whole brotherhood of Yearly Meetings ; 
against_which we feel solemnly bound to bear 
testimony. 

An abridgement of the rights of members, by 
refusing to receive credentials issued by the 
meetings in another Yearly Meeting, except for 
causes provided for in discipline, is subversive of 
the established order of Society. On the other 
hand any attempt on the part of a meeting to 
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confer upon individuals, privileges which they 
have forfeited in their own meeting, or to sustain 
them in assumed rights to which they are not 
éntitled, cannot fail to produce confusion and to 
disturb the harmony of Friends. 

We desire most earnestly but affectionately to 
urge Friends every where solemnly to reflect 
upon these things, and where there has been any 
departure from the long established order of our 
religious Society, under whatever pretext, that 
they pause and endeavor to realize the effects 
that must inevitably result therefrom. It is net 
to be expected that the great body of Friends 
can long remain passive, if important and vital 
practices and usages of our Society, which are es- 
sential to our prosperity as a people, are neglect- 
ed or violated. 

It is the united sense and judgment of this 
Conference, that wherever there has been a de- 
parture from the usages to which we have advert- 
ed, where Yearly Meetings have refused to cor- 
respond with or receive the official communi- 
cations addressed to them by other Yearly 
Meetings, harmony and unity cannot be re- 
stored without a return to our established order 
and usages. 

Most affectionately do we desire to press these 
considerations upon Friends ; the consequences 
are momentous, and earnestly do we crave that 
the blessed Head of the Church may be pleased 
to grant that our brotherly entreaties, offered in 
that love which desires the good and preservation 
of all, may be received and heeded, that the 
breaches may be healed, and that in the love and 
fellowship of the Gospel we may be favored to 
walk together in the Light of the Lord.” 


This report was deliberately read and con- 
sidered in the several Yearly Meetings which 


| united in the appointment, and cordially ap- 


proved by them all, a few voices, and buta few, 
in opposition to it, being raised in one of them. 

The Yearly meetings having continued the 
committees of conference, a second meeting was 
agreed upon to be held at Baltimore in the 5th 
month, 1851, thus affording to the Yearly Meet- 
ings of Philadelphia and Ohio, another opportuni- 
ty to be represented in the Conference, provided 
they should think proper to take part therein. 
No appointment, however, was made for the pur- 
pose, by either of those meetings. 

This second session was held as proposed, and 
an Address to Friends was agreed upon, which 
was subsequently adopted by the Yearly Meet- 
ings represented, and from which the following 
passages are taken : 


“‘ We are now brought to contemplate the pre- 
sent condition of the religious Society of which 
we constitute a part—the preservation of which, 
on primitive ground, and in its pristine purity, 
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is an object of unspeakable interest to us. It is 
evident at this time that there is a want of that 
unity between some of the Yearly Meetings on 
this Continent, which has already produced se- 
rious evils and embarrassments, and which 
threatens consequences that are painful to anti- 
cipate. 

To remove these difficulties—to restore love 
and unity on substantial grounds, is the object 
of our deep and earnest solicitude. We desire 
to speak of things as they exist in plain trath- 
fulness, but in all the tenderness that an earnest 
concern for the prosperity of the Truth, and 
the best interests of our beloved Society, can in- 
spire. 

‘The fact is well known that within a few} 
years a secession took place in New England 
Yearly Meeting, at which time a small portion 
of their members separated themselves from the 
body of Friends, and attempted the organization 
of a Yearly Meeting. 

The several Yearly Meetings of Friends, both 
in Europe and America, except those of a 
delphia and Ohio, continued to acknowledge as 
brethren the Yearly Meeting of New England 
manifesting their unity with ‘them by their sonal 
epistolary correspondence, and by extending to 
their members all the rights and privileges ‘that 
appertain to the members of the Society of 
Friends, and refusing to recognize the seceders. 

Philadelphia and Ohio Yearly Meetings (with 
the exception of the Women’s meeting of the 
latter body) have not pursued this course, but 
have declined to receive any communication 
from New England Yearly Meeting, and have 
suspended their epistolary correspondencewith it. 

Most earnestly do we desire to plead for the 
restoration of that brotherly love which once | 
subsisted, and which is essential to our prosperity | 
as a branch of the Church of Christ. 

A want of unity with a Yearly Meeting, to 4 
extent affecting the common privilege s of indi 
vidual members, while this unity is maintained | 
and these priv ile ges are accorded to them by the! 
great body of Frie nds, cannot long exist, and 
the Society continue one people.” 


At the Yea irly Meeting of Philadelphia, in 
1852, two of the delegates from Baltimore, and 
two from North Carolina attended, and pre- 








resume a correspondence with that of New 
England, but to these requests, no response has 
been given. 

Of the recent proceedings in Philadelphia and 
Ohio, in relation to this unhappy controversy, 
the readers of the Review have been sufficiently 
informed. 

From the preceding unvarnished narrative of 
facts, several important conclusions necessarily 
arise. First, that the declaration so repeatedly 
and confidently made, that the whole difficulty 
originated in the publication and dissemination 
of writings containing doctrines inconsistent with 
the acknowledged faith of the Society, is with- 
out foundation. 

Second, that nothing has ever appeared to sus- 
tain the allegation, that Friends in New England 
have ever given currency to doctrines incompati- 
le with those that have always been acknow- 
ledged by our religious society. 

Third, that no evidence has ever been fur- 
nished to prove that the disownment of John 
Wilbur had any necessary or visible connection 
with any discrepancy of opinion on doctrinal 
subjects; his disownment being evidently the 
result of conduct on his part, which Friends of 
N. E. Yearly Meeting judged to be incompatible 
with the order and discipline of the Society. 

Fourth, that the regularity of that disown- 
ment and of the proceedings growing out of it, was 
a question, not of doctrine, but of discipline, 
which the Yearly Meeting of New England alone 


was competent to decide; and that any interfer- 


ence of other Yearly Meetings with those dig- 
| ciplinary proceedings, or any attempt to nullify 
them, was extra-judicial, and unauthorized by 
the nature of the relation between the various 
Yearly Meetings of Friends. 

Fifth, that the separation in New England, 
and the attempt to organize a second Yearly 
Meeting there, the ancient one being still in un- 


sented minutes of their respective Yearly Meet-| questioned existence and vitality, could give to 
ings, authorizing them to attend those of Phila-| the body thus associating, no rational claim to 


delphia, Ohio and New England. 


They also| the character of a Yearly Meeting of Friends; 


offered to the meeting, the Address issued by the | and that the sense of the great body of the 
Conference, a copy of which was likewise trans-| Society, both in Europe and America, in relation 


mitted with the Epistle from Indiana. 


The | to the character of that association, was clearly 


minutes were read, but the reading of the address | and unequivocally indicated in the prompt rejec 


was, after some discussion, declined. 


It may | tion of its proffered correspondence by all the 


be observed that in several of the Epistles from} Yearly Meetings in the world, except Philadel- 
other Yearly Meetings, received at different} phia and Ohio. 


times, our meeting was respectfully requested to 


Sixth, that the measures of the latter Yearly 
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Meetings were the cause of much exercise and 
solicitude among our brethren in other Yearly 
Meetings on this continent, and that the con- 
sequences of those measures, if persisted in, 
were clearly seen and pointed out by the Balti- 
more Conference. 


Marriep,—On the 2d inst., at Friends’ Meeting 
House, Twelfth St., Philadelphia, Wittiam H. 
Nicuo son, of Haddonfield, New Jersey, to Saran, 
daughter of John M. Whitall, of this city. 


Diep,—At the residence of her father, in Henry 
Co., Indiana, of typhoid fever, on the 13th of 
Third month last, Repecca Ann Hare, in the 20th 
rear of her age, daughter of Hermon and Mary 
Sav, and a member of Hopewell Monthly Meet- 
ing, Indiana. 


, Of the same disease, at the residence of 
her mother, in Henry Co., Indiana, on the 17th of 
Third month last, Harriet Wuite, daughter of 
Exum and Ann White, in the 20th year of her age, 
amember of Hopewell Monthly Meeting, Indiana. 

Diep, On the 12th of Fourth month last, at the 
residence of her brother Aaron Varney, 
wick, Maine, Mary Varney, Jr., in the 55th year 
of her age, an esteemed member and elder of 
Durham Monthly Meeting, who was concerned 
from early life to adorn her profession by a life of 
consistency. 

She was of a diffident, retiring disposition, but 

reached loudly to those around by ezample, and 
being concerned for peace in families, neighbor- 


in Bruns- | 
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IN THE WORLD. 


RAILROADS 


The superior energy of the Ameriean people 
is nowhere more forcibly illustrated than in the 
railroads they have built. It will hardly be 
eredited that there are more miles of railway in 
the United States than in all the rest of the 
world. Yet such is the fact. We have now 
finished and in operation about seventeen thous- 
and miles, while the entire number elsewhere, at 
the close of 1853, was, say fifteen thousand five 
hundred. France, with a population nearly 
thirty per cent. greater than the United States, 
has only about one eighth as many miles of rail- 
roads; Germany, with her forty millions of peo- 
ple, has but six thousand miles of railway ; and 
(ireat Britain has only seven thousand. Yet, in 

| all the European nations capital is comparatively 
plenty, the country is thickly settled, and all 
things favor railway extension. But the energy 
of the Americans is wanting, and hence one 
| reason of the comparative scarcity of railways. 
| Another reason, however, is the fact that, out of 
England, the Governments generally own the 
| roads, a condition of things which dwarfs enter- 
prise, and keeps down real improvement. Even 
in Russia, a country naturally adapted for rail- 
| roads, in consequence of its vast plains, there” 
are less than five hundred miles of railway. Poor 
| old Spain has only about sixty, while Cuba, her 
| American province, has three hundred and fifty- 
| nine.— Ledger. 


hoods and the church, was often found laboring ! 


(though in a private manner) for it in the circle | 


of her acquaintances. 


, At Ausable, Clinton Co., N. Y., Fourth 
month 2ist, Lypia K. HoaG, in the 20th year of 
her age, daughter of Pliny E. and Eliza Ann Hoag, 
a member of Peru Monthly Meeting of Friends. 
In the past year her health had been much im- 

aired by repeated attacks of sickness, and she 
fad experienced deep and humbling conflicts of 
soul, by which she was much redeemed from the 
things of time. In her Jast sickness she was re- 
markably favored with a calm, composed frame of 
mind, in which, without a murmur, she was en- 
abled, to await the approach of death, saying that 
she felt nothing in her way, and that she believed 
all would be well. 


, On the 23d of Fourth month last, at the 
residence of his son Willis Harris, Wayne County, 
Indiana, Grorce B. Harris, in his 82d year. He 
was a member of Dover Monthly Meeting of 


Friends, Indiana. 


—,On the 4th inst., in the 32d year of her 
age, Ann Pennock, daughter of Abraham L. Pen- 
nock, Upper Darby, near Philadelphia. ‘“ The 
Loid knoweth the days of the upright, and their 
inheritance shall be forever.’ 


HAVERFORD SCHOOL ASSOCIATION. 


A stated Annual Meeting of the Haverford 
School Association will be held at the Commitiee 
Room, Arch Street Meeting House, on Second day, 
5th month 14, 1855, at 4 o'clock, P. M. 

tf. Cuarces Extis, Secretary. 


i other as closely as possible. 


GRAFTED CHESTNUT TREES. 


The Cincinnati Gazette publishes an interest- 
ing letter from Sheldon I. Kellog, to the 
| Wine-Grower’s Association, dated Bordeaux, 
France, on the cultivation of the chestnut. He 
| Says : 
| “«T have been much surprised in seeing the 
| great dependence the poorer classes make upon 
| the large chestnut for their daily food. It is 
| cultivated in this neighborhood in great abun- 


| dance for this purpose. All classes use them 
| more or less; the rich having them daily brought 
}upon their tables as desert, either boiled or 
roasted. It is often made into a soup, which is 
highly esteemed. They are cooked in a multi- 
| tude of ways, and [know of nothing of a farinace- 
ous nature which so very and 
nourishing. ‘ p 
The marron, or large chestnut, is the produce 
{of the wild chestnut after being engrafted. 
| The wild tree, at three or four years of age, is 
| cut square off, say four or five feet from the 
ground. The stump is then split twice. These 
_— intersect at right angles at the centre of 
the stump. There is then inserted one good- 
sized branch of the same tree in every section of 
the splits, making four branches in each stump. 
Care is always taken to make the bark of the 
branches and the bark of the stump join each 
The graft is then 


is delicate 





surrounded with clay and moss, to prevent the 
outflow of the sap, and it scarcely ever fails of 
success. The period selected in this climate 
for this operation, is the month of February. 
The produce of this graft @ usually a fine, large, 
beautifully colored marron, about the size of our 
buckeyes. They are much more delicate in 
texture and flavor than our own wild chestnut. 
They are never eaten without being cooked. 
The tree is a very beautiful one, being, though 
not so high as ours, much more dense in foliage, 
and shading a large space of ground.” — Scien- 
tific American, , 


LIGHTHOUSES. 


Since our old lighthouse system was revolution- 
ized a few years ago, a great improvement in the 
character of the lights and their management 
has been the result. This has been chiefly 
through the adoption and erection of the French 
lights of the celebrated Fresnel, one of whose 
lights was sold for old iron under the old Light- 
house Board, so badly was it managed. The 
same light, since then, has been erected on Cape 
Hatteras, we understand, and is one of the best 
in our country. 

Light houses are of two classes. Those of 
the first class are designed to occupy the head- 
lands of the coast, to aid the mariner in avoiding 
the dangers which he is liable to encounter 
when in their vicinity, and in determining his 
course from point to point. 

The light exhibited by these lighthouses 
should be of the most intense description which 
human skill is capable of constructing. A series 
of lighthouses of this class, is in course of erec- 
tion on our Pacific Coast, which it is anticipated 
will be equal to any in existence. The second 
class is for harbor use, and are so constructed that 
they cannot be mistaken for lights of the first 
class. 

The lights still in general use in this country 
are formed on the plan of reflecting, by means 
of mirrors of different descriptions, the light of 
a large number of oil lamps. This plan has 
been found very expensive, and far from perfect. 
The principle of refraction is that applied to 
lights, under the system perfected by Mr. 
Fresnel, of the French Lighthouse Board. To 
such perfection has this plan been brought, that 
lamps are now in course of construction which 
will render the light of four one inch-burners 
equal to 6,600 burners, which can be seen at 
the distance of fifty miles ! 

The Fresnel lights are very economical. They 
lo not require the.same number of burners as 
the reflecting apparatus, and require no repair, 
except to the revolving machinery. The re- 
fracting lenses do not depreciate in value, like 
mirrors, which require constant polishing. 

We therefore hope that all the reflecting 
lights will soon give place to the Fresnel lights 
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in our lighthouses, for being such a great com- 
mercial nation we should have the best light- 
house system in the world.— Scientific Ameri- 
can. 


GOING HOME. 
We said that the days were evil, 
We felt that they might be few, 
For low was our fortune’s level, 
And heavy the winters grew. 
But one who had no possession, 
Looked up to the azure dome, 
And said, in his simple fashion, 
“ Dear friends, we are going home! 


“This world is the same dull market 
That wearied its earliest sage ; 
The times to the wise are dark yet, 
But so hath been many an age. 
And rich grow the toiling nations, 
And red grow the battle spears, 
And dreary with desolations 
Roll onward the laden years. 


* What need of the changeless story 
Which time hath so often told, 
The spectre that follows glory, 
The canker that comes with gold,— 
That wisdom, and strength, and honor, 
Must fade like the far sea foam, 
And Death is the only wioner!— 
But, friends, we are going home! 


“The homes we had hoped to rest in 
Were open to sin and strife, 

The dreams that our youth was blest in 
Were not for the wear of life; 

For care can darken the cottage, 
As well as the palace hearth, 

And birthrights are sold for potiage, 
But never redeemed op eartb. 


“The springs have gone by in sorrow, 
The summers were grieved away, 
And ever we feared the morrow, 
And ever we blamed to-day. 
In deptbs which the searcher sounded, 
On hills which the bigh beart clomb, 
Have trouble and toil abounded— 
But, frieads, we are going home! 


“ Our faith was the bravest builder, 
But found not a stone of trust; 
Our love was the fairest gilder, 
But lavished its wealth on dust; 
And time bath the fabric shaken, 
And the future the clay bath shown, 
For much they have changed and taken 
But nothing that was our own, 


“ The light that to us made baser 
The paths which so many choose, 
I'he gifts there was found no place for, 
The riches we could not use; 
The heart that when life was wintry, 
Found summer ia strain and tome, 
With these, to our kin and country, 
Dear friends, we are going home! 
Frances Browse. 


SUMMARY OF NEWS, 


Forsicn InTELLIGENCE.—The U. S. Steamship 
Atlantic, arrived at New York on the 4th inst., 
bringing Liverpool dates to the 23d ult. 

The Vienna Conference adjourned sine die on 
the 2lst ult., Russia having absolutely rejected the 
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demands of F®ance and England in regard to the 
limitation of her power in the Black Sea, offering, 
however, to permit the maintenance of a Turkish 
armament therein equal to her own, provided the 
fleets of no other nation be allowed to navigate it. 
Austria has definitely refused to second the de- 
mands of the Western Powers, and it is now 
believed, that the maintenance of a strict neutrality 
is the utmost they can expect from her. 


The bombardment of Sebastopol by the allies 
commenced on the 9th ult. with 500 guns, and con- 
tinued incessantly to the last advices. Considera- 
ble damage had been done to the defences, but 


the Russians had shown great activity in repairing 


the injured works. 


The loss of life had been very 
great on both sides. 


A Council of War had been 


held, and had decided to continue the bombard- | 


ment another week, and then attempt the assault. 
During a night attack on the 13th, the Russians 
were dnven from a strongly fortified position, 
which remained in the hands of the French. The 
possession of this will enable the allies to fortify 
the summit of the ravine, which is regarded as of 
great importance. 


Mehemet Ali notifies the Turkish government 
that he has put down the Kurdish insurrection. 

The most energetic measures for the defence of 
the provinces of the Baltie were making by the 
Russian Government. Two thousand laborers 
were employed in strengthening the fortifications 
of Riga. Cronstadt, Sweaborg, Revel and other 
fortresses on the Baltic have been provisioned for 


eighteen months, and ships laden with stone have | 
Twelve | 


been sunk at the entrance of the harbors. 
British ships of the line, with four steamers had 
anchored at Kiel. 


Encianp.—The French Emperor and Empress, | 
afier a visit of a week to Queen Victoria, had re- | 


turned to France. The new British loan of 
£16,000,000 sterling has been taken by the Roths- 
childs. The estimated excess of expenditures 
over the receipts for the present year, is£23,000,000 
sterling. 


aud sugar. 


Larer.—The British Steamship Asia, _ with 
Liverpoo! dates to the 28th ult., arrived at Halifax 


e the 7th inst. 


% The Vienna Conference having utterly failed, 
a protracted war is looked upon as almost inevita- 
ble. The advices from the Crimea are to the 
22d ult. The bombardment of Sebastopol con- 
tinued night and day from 500 guns, each firing 
120 rounds in 24 hours, but without any decisive 
resnits. During the night of the 14th, a most 
sanguinary battle took place between the French 
and Russians, in which the Russian rifleambuscade 
in front of the Malakoff tower was destroyed by 
the French. The Russian Dukes, Michael and 
Nicholas, are on their way to the Crimea. 

In the Baltic, the blockade of Lilau is announced 


to be enforced after the 17th, and all ports to the 
entrance of the Riga, after the 19th ult 


Mehemet Ali, brother of the Sultan, has been 
arresied and sent to Sinope, charged with being 
troublesome. 

The overland mail had been telegraphed from 
Marseilles. Persia was openly in arms in adhesion 
to Russia. 

The Chinese insurgents had evacuated Shanghai. 


To meet this, the income tax is to be | 
increased; also, the duties on spirits, tea, coffee | 
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The United States treaty with Japan was ratified 
at Simoda on the 2tst of Second month last. 
Nova Scotia.—Extreme distress exists along 
the coast between Merimichi and Shippagua, the 
Acadian French suffging the most direful priva- 
tions. They are not only without food, but have 
no seed whatever to sow this spring. 
Cattrornia.—San Francisco dates to the 9th 
ult. have been received. There is little news ot 
importance. The miners were generally doing 
| well. The accounts from Kern river continue 
contradictory. Much difficulty was felt in all kinds 
of business, in consequence of the searcity of coin. 

The bill pending for the districting the State has 
| been passed by the Assembly with an amendment 
‘rendering a special election for Congressmen 
necessary in 12th mo. next. This deprives the 
State of any representatives in Congress for two or 
three months. 

The annual report of the operations of the San 
Francisco Mint shows a total of $7,660,000 coined, 
and $6,434,000 converted into bars. 

Uran.—Advices from Utah to 3d mo. Ist, state 
that Col. Steptoe’s appointment as Governor, to 
succeed Brigham Young, had caused great discon- 
tent, and petitions were in circulation, praying for 
the re-appointment of Gov. Young. 

Dr. Garland Hart, Indian Agent for Utah, had 
arrived at Salt Lake City, and entered upon his 
| duties. 

Walker, the famous Utah Chief, died near Fill- 
more city on the 20th of Ist mo. 

Domestic.—PennsyLvania LecisLaTuRE.—Thie 
General Appropriation bill passed the Senate on 
| the 3d inst., and the bill for the sale of the Main 

Line of the Public Works, on the 4th. The latter 
| bill fixes the price of the Main Line at eight mil- 
lions, and if purchased by the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company, at nine millions) The bill repeals 
the present tonnage tax. The supplement to the 
act incorporating the Sunbury and Erie Railroad 
Company has become a law by lapse of time, 
without the signature of the Governor. The Com- 
mittee of Conference on the bill to regulate the 
| compensation of members and officers of the 
| Legislature made a report which was adopted, fixing 
the salary of members at $500 for the session. A 
Committee of Conference on the General Appro- 
priation bill was appointed on the 5th. 

In the House of Representatives, on the 5th, the 
Senate’s amendments to the bill for the sale of the 
Main Line were debated and concurred in, and a 
Commitee of Conference appointed on the amend- 
ments to the General Appropriation bill. On the 7th, 
the Committee of Conference on the sale of the 
Main Line of the Public Works made a report, 
fixing the minumum price at seven and a half 
millions, and, if purchased by the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company, at eight and a half millions. 
The report was adopted by both Houses. The 
report of the Committee of Conference on the 
General Appropriation bill was also concurred in 
by both Houses, and the Sepate supplement to the 
General Banking law passed by the House of 
Representatives. 

The Legislature adjourned on the 8th, sine ‘dite. 
Previous to adjournment, the House passed unani- 
mously, a resolution thanking Gov. Reeder, of 
Kansas, “for his laithful adherence to the old land- 
marks of republican liberty, in defending the purity 
of the ballot box againsta lawless mob of Mis- 
sourians.” 
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